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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is responsive to an Amendment filed 12/1/2008. Claims 1, 3-10, 12- 
17 and 22-40 are pending. Claims 4-10, 12-17, 22-23, 26-40 are amended. Claims 2, 
11,1 8-21 are cancelled. The examiner hereby withdraws the objections of claims 1 , 3- 
1 0, 1 2-1 7 and 22-40, in light of the amendment. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 12/1/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

As to claim 1 , applicant argues BARHAM et al. and YASUDA et al. do not 
disclose or suggest subjecting the retrieved filter coefficients to a bandpass 
transformation corresponding to the first center frequency. 

However, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Yasuda clearly discloses the 
CPU 301 selects filter coefficients according to localization shift signal. One set of 
coefficients corresponds to one FIR filter. Once the coefficients of a FIR filter are 
selected, the characteristic of the filter is set, such as transfer function of the filter, 
center frequency, cutoff frequency, and amplitude of the response signal. Therefore, 
Yasuda discloses the claimed limitation retrieving the filter coefficients associated with 
the first bandpass bandwidth (see col. 7, lines 1-9, 50-67; col. 8, lines 1-1; Fig. 4) (also 
see chapter 5 of "Digital Signal processing Communication Systems" by Marvin 
Frerking, pages 152-209); 
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Claims 3-10, 12-17 and 22-40 recites similar features or depends on claiml, they 
are rejected at least for the same reason as to claim 1 . 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 14-15, 34-35 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

A non-final office action is giving based on the defect of previous office action 
(mailed 9/3/2008) on claims 14-15 and 34-35. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1 , 3-4, 8, 1 6-1 7, 22-26 and 36-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Barham et al. (Patent # US 6721 371 B1 ) in view of Yasuda 
(Patent # US 6466913). 

As to claim 1 , Barham discloses a method for provisioning multiple digital 
receivers, comprising: 

providing an analog to digital converter (e.g., analog to digital converter 102; Fig. 
18) having an analog input and a digital output (see col. 3, lines 50-56); 
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providing a plurality of digital receivers (e.g., demodulators 10; Fig. 18), each 
receiver having a programmable center frequency (e.g., reconfigurable FIR filter center 
frequencies) (see col. 6, lines 56-63), 

where the plurality of digital receivers are configured to receive digitized samples 
from the analog to digital converter and where each of the plurality of digital receivers 
includes a low-pass digital filter (e.g., the digitized samples are coupled to each 
demodulators 10 through demultiplexer 103; each demodulator 10 includes 
reconfigurable FIR filter 14; Fig. 1b, 18) (see col. 5, lines 49-60; col. 6, lines 56-63); 

each set corresponding to one of the plurality of low-pass digital filters (i.e., there 
are multiple demodulators 10 in Fig. 18, and each demodulator 10 has a reconfigurable 
FIR filter 14 in Fig. 1b. The system Barham discloses inherently has a set of 
coefficients for an FIR filter; different sets of coefficients would load into the FIR filter in 
order to change the characteristic of the FIR filter (reconfigurable). Therefore, the 
system Barham discloses inherently has multiple sets of coefficients, and each set 
corresponding to one FIR filter), each filter having one of a predetermined set of 
bandwidths (e.g., each FIR filter has a preset bandwidth for filtering signals) (see col. 3, 
line 43 through col. 6, line 63); 

receiving a request to provision a selected one of the plurality of digital receivers 
(e.g., receive pointer information; pointer 124 points to a demodulator) (see col. 4, line 
58-col. 5, line 9; Fig. 19); 

Barham discloses memory for storing (see abstract; col. 4, lines 45-50) 

Barham does not specifically disclose maintaining filter coefficients in storage. 
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In an analogues art, Yasuda discloses maintaining pre-computed sets of filter 
coefficients in non-volatile storage (e.g., coefficient ROM 202, 302; Fig. 3, 4) (see col. 5, 
lines 39-42; col. 6, lines 52-62; col. 16, lines 9-21), 

selecting a first center frequency and first bandpass bandwidth for provisioning 
the selected one of the plurality of demodulators digital receivers (e.g., CPU 301 selects 
coefficients to transmit to each FIR filter 31 2a, 31 2b, 322a, 322b; Fig. 4; i.e., when a set 
of coefficients is selected for an FIR filter, the transfer function of the FIR filter is set, 
and the center frequency and bandpass bandwidth are known based on the calculation) 
(col. 7, lines 1-9); 

retrieving the filter coefficients associated with the first bandpass bandwidth (e.g., 
CPU 301 transmits coefficients to each FIR filter 31 2a, 31 2b, 322a, 322b; Fig. 4) (see 
col. 7, lines 1-9, 50-67); 

subjecting the retrieved filter coefficients to a bandpass transformation 
corresponding to the first center frequency (e.g., CPU 301 controls the coefficients 
transmission) (see col. 7, lines 1-9, 50-67; col. 8, lines 1-18); 

loading the transformed filter coefficients into coefficient latches in the selected 
one of the plurality of digital receivers (e.g., loading a set of coefficients to FIR filter 
buffer; Fig. 4) (see col. 7, lines 1-9, 50-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have coefficients storage as taught by Yasuda to the 
FIR filter of Barham in order to provide an FIR filter that is capable filtering variety of 
frequency ranges by change the coefficients, without change the hardware. 
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As to claim 3, Barham discloses the method of claim 1 , further including: 

reconfigurable FIR filter (see col. 4, line 1 1 through col. 6, line 63); 

Yasuda discloses operating the selected one of the plurality of digital receivers at 
the first center frequency (e.g., CPU 301 selects coefficients for each FIR filter 312a, 
312b, 322a, 322b; Fig. 4) (col. 7, lines 1-9); 

subsequent to said operating, loading the coefficient latches in the selected one 
of the plurality of digital receivers with transformed coefficients corresponding to a 
second center frequency (e.g., CPU 301 selects different coefficient set to each FIR 
filter 31 2a, 312b, 322a, 322b; Fig. 4) (see col. 6, lines 52-62; col. 7, lines 1-9); and 

operating the selected one of the plurality of digital receivers at the second center 
frequency (e.g., loading modified FIR coefficients to FIR filter buffer) (see col. 7, lines 1- 
9). 

As to claim 4, Barham discloses the method of claim 3, further including: 

reconfigurable FIR filter (see col. 4, line 1 1 through col. 6, line 63); 

Yasuda discloses selecting a second center frequency and second bandpass 
bandwidth for provisioning a second one of the plurality of digital receivers, wherein said 
first and second bandpass bandwidths are unequal (e.g., different sets of FIR 
coefficients are representing different bandpass bandwidths); 

retrieving the filter coefficients associated with the second bandwidth; 
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subjecting the retrieved filter coefficients to a bandpass transformation 
corresponding to the second center frequency; and 

loading the transformed coefficients into coefficient latches in the second one of 
the plurality of digital receivers (e.g., loading modified FIR coefficients to FIR filter 
buffer) (see col. 7, lines 1-9). 

As to claim 8, Barham discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the analog to 
digital converter, the plurality of digital receivers, and storage (e.g., registers or memory) 
are implemented on a single integrated circuit (e.g., bank or array of IC demodulators 
10) (see col. 3, lines 53-55; col. 4, lines 45-50; col. 5, lines 49-57). 

Yasuda discloses non-volatile storage (e.g., ROM 202, 302; Fig. 4) 

As to claim 16, Barham discloses the method of claim 1, wherein each of the 
plurality of digital receivers includes a finite impulse response (FIR) digital filter (see col. 
3, lines 51-55; col.5, lines 49-52). 

As to claim 17, the method of claim 16, wherein each FIR filter is an Optimum 
Equiripple Linear-Phase filter (i.e., this is a matter of design choice as known to those 
ordinary skill in the art of filter design). 

As to claims 22-23, the claimed number of the filter coefficients for each filter is at 
least 16 (claim 22) and is at most 24 (claim 23) is also a matter of design choice, which 
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is well known to those of ordinary skill in the art of filter design, in addition to, as is well 
known in the art, tradeoffs must be made between passband ripple (less is better), 
stopband attenuation (more is better), for a fixed number of coefficients. Therefore, the 
number of coefficients selected by the inventor or designer is relative to the type of 
tradeoff benefits the designer would like to gain or lose as described above. 

As to claims 24-26 and 36-40, the claims are met by the rejection of claims 1 , 3- 
4, 8, 16-17 and 22-23, as described above 

6. Claims 5-7, 1 3, 27-29 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Barham et al. (Patent # US 6721371 B1) in view of Yasuda (Patent # 
US 646691 3), and further in view of Quigley et al. (Patent # US 6650624). 

As to claim 5, note the discussion above, Barham discloses a high speed 
demodulator system (see col. 4, line 1 1 through col. 6, line 63). 

Both Barham and Yasuda fail to disclose CMTS. 

Quigley discloses a CMTS channel bank organized into upstream and 
downstream channels (e.g., a plurality of demodulators 700a-700n, which receives 
modulated data input from a plurality of cable modems via a common transmission 
medium. The demodulators 700a-700n provide a demodulated data output for the 
frequency division multiplexed (FDM) upstream channels via which data is transmitted 
from the plurality of cable modems to the CMTS) (see col. 37, lines 29-45; Fig. 26). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the CMTS as taught by Quigley to the FIR filter of 
Barham as modified by Yasuda in order to enhance the data rate and/or reliability of 
upstream communications (see col. 3 lines 29-32). 

As to claim 6, the claimed ratio of the number of upstream channels demodulated 
by the CMTS channel bank to a number of upstream input connectors of the CMTS 
channel bank is M (i.e., this is a matter of design choice as appreciated by one of 
ordinary skill in the art in the design of CMTS architecture). 

As to claim 7, the claimed method of claim 6, wherein M is 16 is rejected on the 
same grounds as claim 6, since the claim has similar scope as claim 6. 

As to claim 13, the claimed CMTS is DOCSIS compatible (i.e., it is well known in 
the art of cable modem technology that a CMTS is DOCSIS compatible). 

As to claims 27-29 and 33, the claims are met by the rejection of claims 5-7 and 
13, as described above. 

7. Claims 14-15 and 34-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Barham et al. (Patent # US 6721371 B1) in view of Yasuda (Patent # 
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US 6466913), further in view of Quigley et al. 
view of Peyrovian (Patent # US 768682). 
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(Patent # US 6650624), and further in 



As to claim 14, note the discussion above, Barham discloses a high speed 
demodulator system (see col. 4, line 1 1 through col. 6, line 63). 

Barham, Yasuda and Quigley fail to disclose upstream channels are in the 750- 
1000 MHz, which is well known to those of ordinary skill in the art of transmitting data 
over cable service. 

Peyrovian discloses the upstream channels are in the 750- 1000 MHz portion of 
the spectrum (see col. 3, lines 38-53) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the 750-1000 MHz portion of the spectrum as 
taught by Peyrovian to the FIR filter of Barham as modified by Yasuda and Quigley 
because the high frequency band is typically much less susceptible to noise than the 
low frequency band that has traditionally been employed to carry the upstream 
information. Further, the frequency band of 750-1000 MHz has a much greater 
bandwidth than the low frequency band (see col. 3 lines 38-53). 

As to claim 15, regarding the claimed at least one frequency stacker is used to 
densely pack each sub-band of the 750-1000 MHz spectrum portion (Official Notice is 
taking that it is well known in the art of data transmission over cable service to densely 
pack each sub-band of a given radio frequency (RF) spectrum portion (i.e. 750-1000 
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MHz) using at least one frequency stacker, for the advantage of efficiently using each 
sub-band in the given frequency spectrum so that the maximum amount of sub-bands in 
the spectrum may be used for sending data over the cable line. Therefore, it is 
submitted that it would have been clearly obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have used at least one frequency stacker to densely pack each 
sub-band of the 750-1000 MHz spectrum portion for the advantage given above). 

As to claims 34-35, the claims are met by the rejection of claims 14-15, as 
described above. 

8. Claims 9-10, 12, and 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Barham et al. (Patent # US 6721371 B1) in view of Yasuda (Patent # 
US 6466913), further in view of Quigley et al. (Patent # US 6650624), and in further 
view of the Applicant's admitted prior art in Fig. 17(A). 

As to claim 9, the claimed CMTS channel bank is organized using a plurality of 
modules, each module having a plurality of downstream channels and a plurality of 
upstream channels is met by the admitted prior art Fig. 17(A), that discloses a CMTS 
channel bank with a module of downstream connectors for channels and 16 upstream 
connectors for channels and there are 8 modules in the bank, which directly 
corresponds to the claimed features. The claimed features are not patentable in view of 
the disclosure of the admitted prior art. 
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As to claim 10, the claimed number of the upstream channels is 4 times a 
number of the downstream channels is met by admitted prior art Fig. 17(A), that 
discloses a CMTS channel bank with a module of 16 upstream connectors for channels 
and 4 downstream connectors for channels and there are 8 modules in the bank, which 
directly corresponds to the claimed features. The claimed features are not patentable in 
view of the disclosure of the admitted prior art. 

As to claim 12, the claimed CMTS channel bank has 4 times as many upstream 
channels as downstream channels is met by admitted prior art Fig. 17(A), that discloses 
a 32 downstream by 128 upstream CMTS channel bank, which directly corresponds to 
the claimed feature. The claimed feature is not patentable in view of the disclosure of 
the admitted prior art. 

As to claims 30-32, the claims are met by the rejection of claims 9-1 0 and 1 2, as 
described above. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Rambaud et al. (Patent # US 6980592) is cited to teach storing filter coefficients 
in volatile or non-volatile memory. 
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Webb (Patent # US 6427157) is cited to teach storing sets of filter coefficients in 
memory. 
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